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WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP

HaMILTON COUNTY

TRUSTEE
Davio ). GiLL

TowrnsHIP BOARD
JIM CAREY

STEVE WEBSTER
CARL STEELE

Cory Grayburn, Deputy Project Manager
US 31 Improvement Project

Parsons Transportation Group

11405 N. Pennsylvania ST - Suite 100
Carmel, In 46032

Janunary 3, 200]
Ref: Your December 22, 2000 Letter - Environmental Impact Statement

Dear Mr. Grayburn:

Thank you for your referenced letter and your inclusion of our governmental unit in your
notification and planning process.

Regarding the information in the packet, please note that on Sheet No. 7 of 7 {Northeast corner
of US 31 & Ind Rte 38) The Washington Township Parks Department is in the process of
obtaining 40 acres of parks land north of the Lindley Ditch and immediately east of US 31. The
park (named MacGregor Park) will be a passive nature park and we hope to complete acquisition
of the land by May of this year.

d D. Gilt
Washington Township
Hamilton County - Trustee

1920 Easl 151st Street » Carmel, Indiana 46033-7734 « Phone (317) 574-9490 = Fax (317) 574-99[0
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Memorandum

To: Erin Breetzke, M.E.S.
Envionmental Penner
ccC:
From: Marty McGaughey
Director of Facilities
Westfield Washington Schoaols
Date:  05/28/02

Re: Additions to the plat map

Please find some additions to the public use area on the maps you provided. [ have included the track
area, two:additional base ball/soft ball fields, and a small playground for our physically challenged
students. The ball diamonds are for school usage as well as public use, however we do have a

procedure-to follow to reserve their usage.
Iwould be willing to answer further questions regarding our facilities at any time.

Thank-‘you,

Marty McGaughey
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W WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP

-ﬁ HAMILTON COUNTY

TRUBTEE

Davip D. GILL

TowNsHIP BOARD

Jim CAREY

STEVE WEBSTER
CARL STBELE

Erin Breetzke

Parsons Transportation Group

11405 N. Pennsylvania St - Suite 100
Carmel, TN 46032

May 22, 2002

Ref: MacGregor Park

Dear Ms. Breetzke:

Per our conversation this is to verify that Washington Township Parks Department
is the owner of MacGregor Park @ US 31 North and IND State Road 38. We are

in the process of contracting with a parks designer and builder for development of
this property as a nature park.

Smc ely, W
D. Gill, Truslee

Washmgton Township - Hamilton County

1970 East 151st Street » Carmel. Indiana 46033-7734 « Phone (317) 574-9490 » Fax (317) 574-9910
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TowN OF WESTFIELD

TowN COUNCIL
Jonuxn B. HaRt
MichaeL A. MeDoNALD
e Meao

Davin D, MiceseLt

April 30, 2003 TrrEsA 0116 SKEITON

CLERX-TREASURER
Cinpy J. Gossarp

Mir. Cory Graybum

Deputy Project Manager

Parsons

11450 North Pennsylvania Street, Suite 100-
Carmel, Indiana 46032

RE: US 31 proposed modifications
Dear Mr. Graybum:

In review of the proposed F Altematives, the Town of Westfield agrees that impacts to
the South Union Trail are temporary, occurring only during construction activities. In
accordance with Section 4(f) requirements, the Town of Westfield agrees that the
proposed temporary occupancy of the trail qualifies as a Temporary Construction
Easement. The Town of Westfield further agrees that the impacts associated with the
project would: 1) be of short duration and less than the time needed for construction of
the project; 2) not chanpe the owmership or result in the retemtion of long-term or
indefinite interests in the land for transportstion purposes; 3) not result n any temporary
or permanent adverse change to the activities, features, or attributes which are important
1o the purposes or functions that qualify the resource for protection under Section 4(f);
and, 4) include only a minor amount of land.

Sincerely,

8 Rt

John £ Hart, President
Westfield Town Council

130 Penn Strect » Westlield, IN 46074 = (317) 896-5577 » Fax (317) 867-2200 « Website: www.westticldiown.org
E-mail: cown@westifieldtown.org,
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TowN OF WESTFIELD

Town COUNCIL
JumMr B, HarT
MicHagL A, McDonaLD
Mic M:zad

Davaip D. MIKESELL

Apl‘ll 30, 2003 TERESA OT1S SKELTON

CLERK-TREASURER
Cinny J. GossanD

Mr. Cory Graybum

Deputy Project Manager

Parsons

11450 North Pennsylvania Street, Suite 100-
Carmel, Indiana 46032

RE: US 31 proposed modifications
Dear Mr. Grayburn:

In review of the proposed G Altematives, the Town of Westfield agrees that impacts to
the South Union Trail are temporary, occurring only during construction activities. In
accordance with Section 4(f) requirements, the Town of Westfield agrees that the
proposed temporary occupancy of the trail qualifies as a Temporary Construction-
Easement. The Town of Westfield further agrees that the impacts associated with the
project would: 1) be of short duration and less than the time needed for construction of
the project; 2) not change the ownership or result in the retention of long-term or
indefinite interests in the land for transportation purposes; 3) not result in any temporary
or permanent adverse change to the activities, features, or attributes which are important
to the purposes or functions that qualify the resource for protection under Section 4(f);
and, 4) include only a minor amount of land.

In addition, concemning the proposed bridge span over the trail, the Town of Westficld
agrees that: 1) na piers or other appurtenances would be placed within the corridor of the
trail; and, 2) the bridge would not harm the purpose-for which the trail was established.
Sincergly,

s -

ohn & Hart, President
Westfield Town Council

130 Penn Street = Westficld, IN 46074 = (317} 8906-5577 + Fax (317) 867-220)) « Website: www westtizldtown org
G-mail: wown@owestfieldwwn.org
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Section 7



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

BLOOMINGTON FIELD OFFICE (ES)

[N REPLYREFER TO: 620 South Walker Street

Bloomington, Indiana 47403-2121
(812) 334-4261 FAX 334-4273

February 12, 2001

Mr. Cory Grayburn

Parsons Transportation Group

11405 North Pennsylvania Street, Suite 100
Carmel, Indiana 46032 :

Project : US 31 improvements, 1-465 to SR 38 (Des. #9905500)
Waterway:  Multiple stream crossings

Work Type:  Road reconstruction and widening

County(ies): Hamilton

Dear Mr. Grayburn;

This responds to your letter dated December 22, 2000, initiating early coordination and
requesting 1J.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) comments on the aforementioned project.

These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination
Act (I6 U.5.C. 661 et. seq.) and are consistent with the intent of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, the Endangered Species Act of 1973, and the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service's
Mitigation Policy. : ' :

The information provided in your letter indicates that a previous Major Investment Study was
conducted for the US 31 project, with a recommendation to upgrade US 31 rather than develop
new alignments. The FWS reviewed previous early coordination for this project in our letters of
April 18, 1994 (entire US 31 corridor study), and January 16, 1996, and we provided comments
in response to a Notice of Intent to prepare an EIS in our letter of July 26, 2000 (copy attached).
At those times several route alternatives were still under consideration.

We recommend some clarification in the legend of Figures 1-7 in the early coordination package.
Several areas identified by signature in the legend as “prime farmland” or “hydric soils and prime
farmmland” are currently forested, and in some cases are labeled ag deciduous forest on the figures.
These areas may contain prime farmland soils, but if they are currently forested they should not be
referred to as farmland.

As stated in our July, 2000 letter, an area of potentially significant impacts upon wildlife habitat is

the US 31/SR 431 interchange at 146" Street. The 1995 early coordination packet stated that
two configuration alternatives were under consideration for this interchange (configurations “C”
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2.

and “D”}, and that both alternatives would result in channelization of approximately 1200 feet of
Cool Creek and the loss of several hectares of forest in the Cool Creek floodplain. As previously
stated, we have serious concerns about any design alternatives that would require major
alterations of a perennial stream and jts forested floodplain.

A biologist from our Bloomington Field Office inspected the project corridor on

February 8, 2001. There are several woodlots along both sides of US 31, some of which are
associated with tributary streams. These tiparian woods tend to extend near the existing

US 31 shoulders or bridges, whereas most other woodlots are set back beyond the mowed right-
of-way. Several wooded areas have been cleared or fragmented for development since the
previous early coordination packages were sent out.

Some areas within The Cool Creek floodplain near the US 31/SR 431 interchange have also been
further deforested and filled for development in recent years. We inspected the floodplain at the
interchange from 3 locations: from the SR 431 bridge; from the sewer line easement off the
unmaintained gravel road south of 146" Street and east of the SR 431 merging ramp; and along
the Hiway Run tributary corridor east of US 31 and Range Line Road in Carmel, Both Cool
Creek and Hiway Run appear to be good streams for aquatic habitat in this area, with
gravel/cobble bottoms, generally stable banks and good riparian vegetation (Photos 1, 2). The
floodplain is still mostly forested with a mixture of native hardwood species, including sycamore,
silver maple, green ash, American elm, cottonwood. and American beech Several large specimens

US 31 lies adjacent to a forested reach of the Cool Creek floodplain north of 156" Street, on the
east side of the highway. This forest is of a similar composition to that previously mentioned. It
is fatrly young but is still providing important wildlife habitat and protection for Cool Creek.

ENDANGERED SPECIES

The proposed project is within the range of the Federally endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis)
and federally threatened bald eagle (Haliacetus leucocephalus). At this time there are no cagle
nests or significant habitat areas pear the project corridor.

Indiana bats hibernate in caves, then disperse to reproduce and Torage in relatively undisturbed

forested areas associated with water resources during spring and summier. Young are raised in
nursery colony roosts in trees, typically near drainageways in undeveloped areas,
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3.

There is suitable summer habitat for this species in forested areas along Cool Creek and possibly
in other forested areas along the project route. There are no current records of Indiana bats near
the project corridor but io our knowledge none of the streams in the affected ares have been
surveyed. There are multiple records of this species in adjacent Marion County, including a
location within 10 miles of the project. Since the boundaries of the impact area have not yet been
established we cannot make a determination as to whether the project may adversely affect the
Indiana bat. The area of greatest concern is the Cool Creel corridor around and downstream from
the US 31/SR 431 interchange. We will provide further coordination regarding endangered
species as the environmental review process progresses.

This endangered species information is provided for technical assistance only, and does not fulfill
the requirements of Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act.

Our major recommendation for this project concerﬁs the design of the US 31/SR_431 mterchange.
This interchange should be designed with the following considerations:

1. Avoid relocation of Cool Creek, and avoid channel/bank disturbance except for the minimum
necessary for bridge crossings.

2. Avoid disturbance in currently forested areas within 100 feet on both sides of the stream,
except at bridge crossings..

3. Minimize tree-clearing within the forested floodplain.
4. Mitigate for forest loss by reforestation within the Cool Creek floodplain.

The following mitigation additional measures for stream crossings and erosion control should be
incorporated into the project design.

1. Design the road reconstruction to minimize impacts on remaining woodlots, especially
wooded riparian areas. Of special significance in this regard is the area on the east side of
US 31 north of 156* Street, where the highway is immediately adjacent to the forested
floodplain of Cool Creek.

2. Post DO NOT DISTURB signs at the construction zone boundaries and do ot clear trees
or understory vegetation outside the boundaries.

3. Implement temporary erosion and siltation control devices such as placement of straw bales
in drainage ways and ditches, covering exposed areas with erosion control materials, and
grading slopes to retain runoff in bagins.

4. Revegetate all disturbed soil areas immediately upon project compietion.
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For stream crossings:

5. Restrict below low-water work to placement of piers, pilings and/or footings, shaping of
the spiil slopes around the bridge abutments, and placement of riprap.

6. For stream crossings, restrict channel work and vegetation clearing to within the width of
the normal approach road right-of-way.

7. Minimize the extent of artificial bank stabilization.

8. If riprap is utilized for bank stabilization, extend it below low-water elevation to provide
aquatic habitat.

9. Avoid channel work during the fish spawning season (April 1 through June 30).
For further discussion please contact Mike Litwin at (812) 334-4261 (ext. 205).

Sincerely yours,

ol B -

"Scott E. Pruitt
Field Supervisor

cc: Federal Highway Administration, Indianapolis, IN
Andrew Pelloso, IDEM, Water Quality Standards Section, Indianapolis, IN
Steve Jose, Indiana Division of Fish and Wildlife, Indianapolis, IN
Manager, Environmental Assessment, INDOT, Run 1107, Indianapolis, IN
Joel Johnston, J. F. New and Associates, Indianapolis, IN
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

BLOOMINGTON FIELD OFFICE (ES)
620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, Indiana 47403-2121
(812) 334-4261 FAX 334-4273
July 25, 2001

IN REPLY REFER TO:

Mr, Cory Grayburn

Parsons Transportation Group

11405 North Pennsylvania Street, Suite 100
Carmel, Indiana 46032

Project : US 31 improvements, I-465 to SR 38 (Des. #9905500)
Waterway:  Multiple stream crossings

Work Type: Road reconstruction and widening

County(ies): Hamilton

Deat Mr. Grayburn;

This provides the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) comments in response to the June 28,
2001 interagency review meeting and field inspection for the aforementioned project.

These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination
Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et. seq.) and are consistent with the intent of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, the Endangered Species Act 0f 1973, and the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service's
Mitigation Policy.

PURPOSE AND NEED

We concur with The US EPA representative’s comments at the interagency review meeting that
origin/destination studies should be performed to ensure that the selected route will best address
the traffic patterns which are generating the congestion problems.

We also recommend that you use the results of the origin/destination studies to give full
consideration to mass transit alternatives, possibly in concert with road construction alternatives,
to address the congestion problems on US 31. Mass transit facilities at key locations may reduce
the scope of road reconstruction, or may improve the level of service beyond what the road
reconstruction alone can attain. The benefits of mass transit alternatives may not be fully realized
until facilities have been in place long enough for commuters to become accustomed to using
them. A substantial increase in mass transit use would produce environmental benefits in terms of
water quality and air quality.
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2.

Serious consideration should be given to pedestrian/bicycle facilities, including multi-use trails on
all route alternatives,

ROUTE ALTERNATIVES AND PROJECT IMPACTS

We have conducted an inspection of potentially sensitive areas along the existing US 31 route
alternative. As discussed in our previous letters and in your meeting mirutes, our major concern
with that alternative is the Cool Creek corridor and floodplain wetland complex that it located
near the existing US 31/SR 431 interchange. A reconfiguration of the US 31/SR 431 interchange
that had substantial impacts on this area would be unacceptable to this agency. Another area of
concern is a forested section of the Cool Creek floodplain near US 31 north of 156® Street, Due
to the proximity to Cool Creek at this location, no new right-of-way should be taken from the
forested floodplain.

We have not inspected the other route alternatives that were presented at the meeting, except for
the driving survey from existing roads. We are not aware of any highly sensitive areas that would
be affected by the other routes, however there are several potential crossings of forested stream
corridors, including Williams Creek and several of its tributaries. Minor wetland impacts may also
occur on these routes. We may need additional field inspections to further evaluate these issues.

The geperal feeling among INDOT and FHWA staff at the meeting was that the far western
routes may not fulfill the project purpose of reducing congestion, however more information on
this subject may be provided by the results of the origin/destination studies.

ENDANGERED SPECIES

As stated in our previous letters, the proposed project is within the range of the F ederally
endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and federally threatened bald eagle (Haliaeetus
leucocephalus). At this time there are no eagle nests or significant habitat areas near the project
corridor.

There is suitable summer habitat for Indianz bats in forested areas along Cool Creek, and possibly
in other forested areas along the project route. There are no current records of Indiana bats near
the project corridor but to our knowledge none of the streams in the affected area have been
surveyed. There are multiple records of this species in adjacent Marion County, including a
location within 10 miles of the project. Since the boundaries of the impact area have not yet been
established we cannot make a determination as to whether the project may adversely affect the
Indiana bat. The area of greatest concern is the Cool Creel corridor around and downstream from
the US 31/SR 431 interchange. If any design alternatives would result in substantial impacts to
the forested stream corridor and floodplain, we recommend that a bat survey be performed in this
area.

This endangered species information is provided for technical assistance only, and does not fulfill
the requirements of Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act.
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RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY

US 31/8R 431 Interchange

1. Avoid relocation of Cool Creek or its tributaries, and avoid chammel/bank disturbance
except for the mininum necessary for bridge crossings.

2. Avoid any significant alteration of the wetlands and forested floodplain.
3. Mitigate for unavoidable forest loss by reforestation within the Cool Creek floo dplain.
Other Stream Crossings Floodplains

1. Awvoid forest clearing in the area on the east side of US 31 north of 156™ Street, where the
highway is immediately adjacent to the forested floodplain of Cool Creek.

2. Design crossings to avoid channel relocations and otherwise minimize alterations of the
stream channels and riparian zones.

3. Implement standard mitigation measures as identified in our previous letters.
For further discussion please contact Mike Litwin at (812) 334-4261 (ext. 205),
Sincerely yours,

~ Scott E. Pruitt
Field Supervisor

cc: Federal Highway Administration, Indianapolis, IN
Andrew Pelloso, IDEM, Water Quality Standards Section, Indianapolis, IN
Steve Jose, Indiana Division of Fish and Wildlife, Indianapolis, IN
Manager, Environmental Assessment, INDOT, Rm 1107, Indianapolis,IN
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

BLOOMINGTON FIELD OFFICE (ES)
620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 47403-2121
(812) 334-4261 FAX (812) 334-4273

August 30, 2002

Mr. Cory Grayburn

Parsons Transportation Group

11405 North Peunsylvania Street, Suite 100
Cannel, Indiana 46032

Project : US 31 improvements, [-465 1o SR 38 (Des. #9905500)
Waterway:  Multiple stream crossings

Work Type: Road reconstruction and widening

County(ies): Hamilton

Dear Mr. Graybum:

This letter provides the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) conuments on the US 31
Preliminary Alternatives Analysis and Screening Report dated July, 2002. The FWS
participated in the interagency review meeting of August 7, 2002,

These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et. seq.) and are consistent with the intent of the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the Endangered Species Act of 1973, and
the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Mitigation Policy.

Alternatives Screening Process

The alternative screening process used two phases; Phase 1 addressed purpose and need,
followed by Phase 2 which addressed environmental impacts. Six of the ten highway
build alternatives, along with mass transit alternatives and both non-structural
alternatives (TDM) and TSM), were eliminated in Phase 1 because they did not meet the
purpose and need. Two other build alternatives (E and H) were eliminated in Phase 2
due to the extent of environmental unpacts. The remaining alternatives carried forward
are F (freeway standards on existing ali gnment) and G (freeway standards with new
alignment north of 161 Street).

It seems unusual that more than half of the preliminary build alternatives do not need

the project purpose and need. All of the build alternatives which avoided the
environmentally sensitive area at the SR 431 interchange were eliminated, therefore all
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the remaining alternatives are likely to have subslantial impacts on the wetlands and
Nloodplain in that area.

We recommend that mass transit be kept as a component of the aliematives being
carried forward. Opting entirely for highway construction instead of mass transit in
urban areas will substantially increase future transportation impacts on air quality, water
quality, and aquatic habitat. Keeping 2 mass transit component might further reduce
environmental impacts by reducing the number of additional lanes needed to handle
future peak period traffic.

Environmental Impact Analysis

We concur that the leve] of impact analysis was adequate for the preliminary
aliernatives level of analysis. Appendix A provides quantitative impact estimates for
Alternatives E, F, G, and H from loss of forest, wetlands, and floodplains (acres), and
stream channel disturbance (number of crossings and linear feet of stream channel
affected). Comparable data was not provided for the build alternative eliminated in
Phase 1, if similar environmental impact data is available for those alternatives we
would like the opportunity to review it.

Comments on Alternatives to be Carried Forward

We have conducted a brief inspection of potentially sensitive areas along Alternative F
(the existing US 31 route alternative), however we have not inspected the new
alignment portion of Alternative G. We cannot provide comprehensive comments at
this peint, however we will provide preliminary comments based on the data in Table
A-1.

Alternative G would result in greater loss of forest (85 acres vs 58 acres for Alternative
F), forested wetland (8 acres vs 3 acres) and floodplains (54 acres vs 38 acres).
Alternative F would result in sli ghtly greater stream impacts (12 crossings vs 11, and
5170 linear feet vs 4715 feet). A functional comparison of stream impacts cannot be
determined without field studies. The streams, floodplains and wetlands along the
existing alignment have already been disturbed, therefore the functional extent of
impacts may be greater in undeveloped areas along the new alignment of Alternative G.

As discussed in our previous letters and in your meeting minutes, our major concern
with this project is the Cool Creek corridor and floodplain wetland complex that it
located near the existing US 31/SR 431 interchange. The two remaining alternatives
would have identical and substantial impacts on wildlife habitat in this location,
especially in view of cumulative impacts from other construction projects recently
completed or currently under review . We strongly recommend that the environmental
analysis provide alternatives for the configuration of this interchange to minimijze
habitat loss.

Another area of concern previously mentioned is a forested section of the Cool Creek
floodplain near US 31 north of 156" Sireet. Based on Figures A-1 and A-3 it appears
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that Altemnative G could have substantial impacts on the stream, floodplain and riparian
forest in this location, and also further upstream along Cool Creek.

ENDANGERED SPECIES

As stated in our previous letters, the proposed project is within the range of the
Federally endangered Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) and federally threatened bald eagle
(Haliaeetus leucocephalus). All of our previous endangered species comments are still
appropriate. For purposes of Section 7 consultation the Federal Highway
Administration should either consider the Indiana bat present in the potentially affected
habitat areas along Cool Creek, or conduct mist net surveys to demonstrate that the
project will not cause adverse effects to the Indiana bat. If bat surveys are conducted,
please coordinate with this office in advance to ensure that all FWS permitting
requirements and survey protocols are being addressed.

This endangered species information is provided for technical assistance only, and does
not fulfill the requirements of Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act.

For further discussion please contact Mike Litwin at (812) 334-4261 (ext. 205).

Sincerely yours,

Scott E. Pruitt
Field Supervisor -

ce: Federal Highway Administration, Indianapolis, IN
Virginia Laszewski, US EPA, B-19], Chicago, IL.
Andrew Pelloso, IDEM, Water Quality Standards Section, Indianapolis, IN
Christie Kiefer, Indiana Division of Fish and Wildlife, Indianapolis, IN
Manager, Environmental Assessment, INDOT, Rm 1107, Indianapolis, IN
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

BLOOMINGTON FIELD OFFICE (ES)
620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, IN 47403-2121
(812} 334-4261 FAX (812)334-4273

April 30, 2003

Mr. Jason Hignite

Parsons Transportation Group

11405 North Pennsylvania Street, Suite 100
Carmel, Indiana 46032

Project : US 31 improvements, 1-465 to SR 38 (Des. #9905500)
Waterway:  Multiple stream crossings

Work Type: Road reconstruction and widening

County(ies): Hamilton

Dear Mr. Hignite:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) has reviewed the bat survey report for the
aforementioned project, submitted to our Bloomington Field Office on April 28, 2003.
Tlus letter provides the FWS’ comments and conclusions regarding the report,

These comments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act (16 U.S.C. 661 et. seq.) and are consistent with the intent of the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, the Endangered Species Act of 1973, and
the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Mitigation Policy.

General commments

The bat survey was recommended by the FWS during our NEPA review of the US 31
project, to address potential effects on the Indiana bat under Section 7 of the
Endangered Species Act. Although the survey was conducted in May and June of
2002, we were not aware of it until your submission almost a year later. Normal
procedure is to notify the FWS in advance of a proposed endangered species survey, to
ensure that appropriate survey protocols are being used (sce attachment) and that
endangered species permitting requirements have been met in the event that a listed
species is taken during the survey. In this case, highly qualified personnel were used for
the survey and no listed species were taken. Based on the survey report and a telephone
conversation with you, the FWS' survey protocols were met, therefore there are no
substantive problems resulting from the lack of advance notification.

C-101




Endangered Species Act concurrence

Since no Indiana bats or other federally listed bat species were taken during the survey,
we conclude that the proposed project is not likely to adversely effect any federally
listed species.

This precludes the need for further consultation on this project as required under
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended. However, should new
information arise pertaining to project plans which would affect endangered species
habitat not addressed by the previous coordination, or if a revised species list is
published, it will be necessary for the Federal agency to reinitiate consultation.

For further discussion please contact Mike Litwin at (812) 334-4261 (ext. 205).

Sincerely yours,

Mechad AR,

Scott E. Pruitt
Field Supervisor

cc: Federal Highway Administration, Indianapolis, IN
Virginia Laszewski, US EPA, B-19J, Chicago, IL
Andrew Pelloso, IDEM, Water Quality Standards Section, Indianapolis, IN
Christie Kiefer, Indiana Division of Fish and Wildlife, Indianapolis, IN
Manager, Environmental Assessment, INDOT, Rm 1107, Indianapolis, IN
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Attachment

Attachment 2.

MIST NETTING GUIDELINES

RATIONALE

A typical mist net survey is an attempt to determine presence or probable absence of the specics;
it does not provide sufficient data to determine population size or structure. Following these
guidelines will standardize procedures for mist netting. It will help maximize the potential for
capture of Indiana bats at a minimum acceptable level of effort. Although the capture of bats
confirms their presence, failure to catch bats does not absolutely confirm their absence. Netting
offort as extensive as outlined below usually is sufficient to capture Indiana bats. However, there
have been instances in which additional effort was necessary to detect the presence of the
species.

NETTING SEASON
May 15 - August 15

These dates define acceptable limits for documenting the presence of summer populations of
Indiana bats, especially maternity colonies. Several captures, including adult females and young
of the year, indicate that 2 nursery colony is active in the area. Outside these dates, even when
Indiana bats are caught, data should be carefully interpreted: If only a single bat is captured, it
may be a transient or migratory individual.

EQUIPMENT

Mist nets - Use the finest, lowest visibility mesh commercially available:

1. In the past, this was 1 ply, 40 denier monofilament — denoted 40/1

2. Currently, monofilament is not available and the finest on the market is 2 ply, 50
denier nylon — denoted 50/2

3. Mesh of approximately 1 ¥ (1 1/4 - 1 3/4) in (~38 mm)

Hardware - No specific hardware is required. There are many suitable systems of ropes and/or
poles to hold the neis. See NET PLACEMENT below for minimum net heights, habitats, and
other netting requirements that affect the choice of hardware. The system of Gardner, et al.
(1989) has met the test of time.

NET PLACEMENT

Potential travel corridors such as sireams or logging trails typically are the most effective places
to net. Place the nets approximately perpendicular across the corridor. Nets should fill the
corridor from side to side and from stream (or ground) level up to the overhanging canopy. A
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typical set is seven meters high consisting of three or more nets “stacked’ on top one another and
up to 20 m wide. (Different width nets may be purchased and used as the situation dictates.)

Occasionally it may be desirable 1o net where there is no good corridor. Take caution to get the
nets up into the canopy. The typical equipment described in the section above may be inadequate
for these situations, Tequiring innovation on the part of the observers.

RECOMMENDED NET SITE SPACING:

Stream corridors — one net site per km of stream.
Non-corridor land tracts — two net sites per square kim of forested habitat.

MINIMUM LEVEL OF EFFORT

Netting at each site should consist of

At least four net nights (unless bats are caught sooner) (one net set up for one night =
one net night)

A minimum of two net locations at each site (at east 30 m apart, especially in linear
habitat such as a stream corridor)

A minimum of two nights of netting

Sample Period: begin at sunset; net for at least 5 hr

Each net should be checked approximately every 20 min

No disturbance near the nets, other than to check nets and remove bats

WEATHER CONDITIONS

Severe weather adversely affects capture of bats. If Indiana bats are caught during weather
extremes, it is probably because they are at the site and active despite inclement weather. On the
other hand, if bats are not caught, it may be that there are bats at the site but they may be inactive
due to the weather. Negative results comb ined with any of the following weather conditions
throughout all or most of a sampling period are likely to require additional netting;

Precipitation

Temperatures below 10°C

Strong winds (Use good Judgment: moving nets are more likely to be detected by bats.)

MOONLIGHT

There is some evidence that small myotine bats avoid brightly lit areas, perhaps as predator
avoidance. Tt is typically best to set nets under the canopy where they are out of the moon light,
particularly when the moon is %4-full or greater.
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Attachment

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
BLOOMINGTON FIELD OFFICE (ES)
620 South Walker Street
Bloomington, Indiana 47403-2121

(812) 334-4261 FAX 3344273
July 26, 2000

IN REPLYREFER TO:

Mr. Robert Dirks

Federal Highway Administration
Federal Office Building, Room 254
575 North Pennsylvania Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Dear Mr, Dirks:

This responds to the federal register notice of June 21, 2000 requesting comments on a Notice of
Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement for the US 31 improvement between
Interstate 465 and State Road 38 in Hamilton County, Indiana. The US Fish and Wildlife
Service (FWS) is submitting comments pursuant to Department of Interior notice # ER 00/048 ]
(Project Designation #9905500),

These cofnments have been prepared under the authority of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination
Act {I6 U.S.C. 661 et. seq.) and are consistent with the intent of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, the Endangered Species Act of 1973, and the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service's
Mitigation Policy.

The FWS participated in early coordination for this project in 1996. At that time 6 route
alternatives were being considered in addition to upgrading of the existing US 31 cordor.
Impacts on streams and wildlife habitat varied considerably among alternatives. We
recommended Western Alternative 5 as having the least impacts. Issues of concern are as
follows:

Wetlands

None of the alternatives were predicted to have substantial wetland impacts, however insufficient
information was provided for a thorough analysis.

Streams
The number of proposed stream crossings varied from 2 to 10 for the 7 alternatives. The worst
impacts would be at the 146™ street interchange of the US 31 upgrade alternative, where 1200

feet of perennial stream relocation would be required. This amount of stream alteration is an issue
of major concern for the FWS.
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Forest clearing and fragmentation

Estimated forest loss ranged from S to 20 hectares for the 7 alternatives. The forested wetland
acreage was unknown at the time of early coordination. Forest losses of greatest concemn are in

riparian areas and floodplains.

Endangered Species

The proposed project is within the range of the federally endangered Indiana bat (Adyolis sodalis)
and federally threatened bald eagle (Haliaeefus leucocephalus). There are no bald eagle nests or
significant habitat for this species near the study area. There is summer reproductive/foraging
habitat for Indiana bats within the study area, in the form of forested stream corridors and
adjacent forest, however to our knowledge the area has not been surveyed for this species. There
are current records of Indiana bats in adjacent Marion County. The project has the potential to
adversely affect the Indiana bat in areas where new alignments of roads and interchanges disturb

forested stream corridors.

For further discussion, please contact Mike Litwin at (812) 334-4261 ext. 205.

R

Sincerely yours,

Scott E. Pruitt
Acting Supervisor

cc:  Andrew Pelloso, IDEM, Water Quality Standards Section, Indianapolis, IN
Steve Jose, Indiana Division of Fish and Wildlife, Indtanapolis, IN
Manager, Environmental Assessment, INDOT, Rm 1107, Indianapolis,IN
Regional Director, FWS, Twin Cities, MN (ES-DHC)

ES: MLitwin/332-4261/July 26, 2000
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Frank O'Bannon, Governor
Larry D. Macklin. Director

Indiana Department of Natural Resources Division of Nature Preserves

402 W. Washington Street, Rm. W267
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739

February 15, 2001

Mr. Joel J. Johnston

J.F. New & Associates, Inc.

3955 Eagle Creek Parkway, Suite A
Indianapolis, IN 46254

Dear Mr. Johnston:

I am responding to your request for information on the endangered,
threatened, or rare (ETR) species, high quality natural communities, and
natural areas documented from the US 31 Improvement Project area,
Hamilten County, Indiana. The Indiana Natural Heritage Data Center has
been checked and enclosed you will find information on the ETR species
and significant areas documented near the project area.

For more information on federally funded Land and Water Conservation
Fund Sites, contact the LWCF Program, Division of Outdoor Recreation,
402 W. Washington St, Room W271, Indianapolis, IN 46204, 317-232-4070.

For more information on the animal species mentioned, please contact
Katie Smith, Nongame Supervisor, Division of Fish and Wildlife, 402 W.
Washington Room W273, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204, {(317)232-4080.

The information I am providing does not preclude the requirement for
further consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as required
under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, You should
contact the Service at their Bloomington, Indiana office.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
620 South Walker St.
Bloomington, Indiana 47403-2121
1812)334-42¢61

At some point, you may need to contact the Department of Natural
Resources' Environmental Review Coordinator so that other divisions
within the department have the opportunity to review your proposal. For
more information, please contact:

Larry Macklin, Director

Department of Natural Rescurces
attn: Stephen H. Jose

Environmental Coordinator

Division of Fish and Wildlife

402 W. Washington Street, Room W273
Indianapolis, IN 46204
(317)232-4080

An Equal Opportunity Empioyer
Prinled on Recycled Paper
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Joel Johnston 2 February 15, 2001

Please note that the Indiana Natural Heritage Data Center relies on the

observations of many individuals for our data. In most cases, the
information is not the result of comprehensive field surveys conducted
at particular sites. Therefore, our statement that there are no

documented significant natural features at a site should not be

interpreted to mean that the site does not support special plants or
animals.

Due to the dynamic nature and sensitivity of the data, this information
should not be used for any project other than that for which it was
originally intended. It may be necessary for you to request updated
material from us in order to base your planning decisions on the most
current information.

Thank you for contacting the Indiana Natural Heritage Data Center. You

may reach me at (317)232-4052 if you have any questions or need
additional information.

Sincerely,

g ; ,
Ronald P. Hellmich
Indiana Natural Heritage Data Center

enclosure: data sheet
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February 15. 2001

ENDANGERED, THREATENED, AWD RARE SPECIES
AND HIGH QUALITY NATURAL COMMUNLTIES AND NATURAL AREAS DOCUMENTED NEAR
THE US 31 1MPROVEMENT PROJECT. HAMILTON COUNTY. [NDIANA

.pe . ... . Element Name...... . . . .. Common Name. ... _.......... State Fed. . Townrang Sec.. ... ... ... Date Comments

CARMEL. QUADRANGLE
BITTERNU] WOODS NATURE PRESER!

VE __ (THE NATURE CONSERVANCY)
High Quality - L LAIN WET-M LOODP

LAIN SG x F17NDO3E 03 SEQ NO D
Community WET-MESIC FOREST
High Quality fOREST - UPLAND MESIC MESIC UPLAND FOREST SG d D17NOD3E (3 SEQ NO D
Community
“TATE . Sx-extiapated. SE=endangered. ST=threatened. SR=rare. 55C~special concern. WL=watch list. SG=significant. SRE-state
reintroduced
FEDERAL : LE=endangered. LT=threatened. LELT=different listings for specific ranges of species. PE=proposed endangered,

PT=proposed threatened. E/SA=appearance similar te LE species. **=not listed

Page 1
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Frank O'Bannon, Governor
Larry D. Macklin, Direclor

Indiana Department of Naiural Resources

Diversity and Habitat Protection Unit
Division of Fish and Wildlife

402 W. Washington Street, Rm. W-273
Indianapolis, IN 46204

22 May 2001

Mr. Cory Grayburn

Deputy Project Manager

Parson Transportation Group

11405 North Pennsylvania Street, Suite 100
Carmel, IN 46032

Re: DNR #8610 - Proposed improvements to US 31: 1-465 to State Road 38; Hamiltor County, Des Ne.
9905500 ‘

Dear Mr. Grayburn;

The Indiana Department of Natural Resources has reviewed the above referenced project per
your request. Our agency offers the following comments for your information and in accordance with
the national Environmental Policy Act of 1969.

This proposal may require the formal approval of our agency for construction in a floodway
pursuant to the Flood Control Act (IC 14-28-1). Please see the enclosure for more information
concerning this.

The Natural Heritage Program's data have been checked. To date, no plant or animal species
listed as state or federaily threatened, endangered, or rare have been reported to occur in the project
vicinity,

The Division of Fish and Wildlife cannot offer specific comments as the submitted document
does contain enough detail for the identification and assessment of impacts to natural resources. The
division recommends that planning efforts focus on avoiding impacts to wetlands, wooded and forest
habitats, and stream and riparian habitats. The division will offer more specific comments when more
detailed information becomes available for review.

We appreciate this opportunity to be of service and apologize for not being able to respond
soonict in this matter. Please do not hesitate to contact me at (317) 232-4080 if our agency can be of
further assistance. '

Sincerely,

Mt

Stephen H. Jose
Environmental Coordinator

An Ecjual Opportunity Empioyer
Printed on Recycled Papar
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Frank O'Bannon, Governor
Larry D. Mackiin, Director
Division of Nature Preserves
Indiana Department of Natural Resources 402 W_ Washington Street, Rm. W267
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2739

January 31, 2002

Ms. Erin Breetzke, M.E.S.

Parsons Transportation Group

11405 North Pennsylvania Street, Suite 100
Carmel, IN 46032

Dear Ms. Breetzke:

1 am responding to your reguest for information on the endangered,
threatened, or rare (ETR) species, high gquality natural communities, and
natural areas documented from the US 31/8SR 431 Project area, Hamilton &
Marion County, Indiana. The Indiana Natural Heritage Data Center has
been checked and enclosed you will find information on the ETR species
and gignificant areas documented from the project area.

For more information on the animal species mentioned, please contact
Katie Smith, Nongame Supervisor, Divisgion of Fish and Wildlife, 402 w.
Washington Room W273, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204, (317)232-4080.

The information I am providing does not preclude the requirement for
further consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service as required
under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973. You should
contact the Service at their Bloomington, Indiana office.

U.5. Figh and Wildlife Service
620 South Walker St.
Bloomington, Indiana 47403-2121
(B12)334-4261

At some point, vyou may need to contact the Department of Natural
Resources' Environmental Review Coordinator so that other divisions
within the department have the opportunity to review your proposal. For
more information, please contact:

Larry Macklin, Director

Department of Natural Resources
attn: Stephen H. Jose

Environmental Coordinator

Divigion of Fish and Wildlife

402 W. Washington Street, Room W273
Indianapolis, IN 46204
(317)232-4080

C-111 An Equal Opportunlty Employer
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Erin Breetzke 2 January 31, 2002

Please note that the Indiana Natural Heritage Data Center relies on the

cbservations of many individuals for our data. In most cases, the
information is not the result of comprehensive field surveys conducted
at particular sites. Therefore, our statement that there are no

documented significant natural features at a site should not be
interpreted to mean that the site does not support special plants or
animals.

Due to the dymamic nature and sensitivity of the data, this information
should not be used for any project cother than that for which it was
originally intended. It may be necessary for you to regquest updated
material from us in order to base your planning decisions on the most
current information.

Thank you for contacting the Indiana Natural Heritage Data Center. You

may reach me at (317)232-8059 if you have any gquestions or need
additional information.

Sincerely,

Homaldd P tt,, A

Ronald P. Hellmich
Indiana Natural Heritage Data Center

enclosure: data sheet
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2002
January 31, 200 ENDANGERED, THREATENED AND RARE SPECIES,

HIGH QUALITY NATURAL COMMUNITIES, AND SIGNIFICANT NATURAL AREAS DOCUMENTED
FROM THE US 31/SR 431 PROJECT AREA, HAMILTON & MARION COUNTIES, INDIANA

TYFPE SPECIES NAME COMMON NAME STATE FED LOCATION DATE CONMMENT
CARMEL
BITTERNUT WOODS NATURE PRESERVE
Forest FOREST - FLOODPLAIN WET-MESIC SG *h T17NRO3E03 SEQ NOD
WET-MESIC FLOOQDPLAIN FOREST
Forest FOREST - UPLAND MESIC UPLAND FOREST SG ok TI7TNROIE03ISEQ NOD
MESIC
FISHERS
Bird BUTEO LINEATUS RED-SHOULDERED S8C *k T18NRO4E 29 NW(Q 1957
HAWK
Mammal TAXIDEA TAXUS AMERICAN BADGER SE ek T18NRO4E 1985
CARMEL
Mammal TAXIDEA TAXUS AMERICAN BADGER SE ok TI7THNRO4E 07 N1/2 1989
SEQ
STATE: SX=extirpated, SE=endangered, ST=lhreatened, SR=rare, SSC=special concern, WL=watch list,

SG=significant,** no status but rarity warrants concern
FEDERAL: LE=endangered, LT=tlweatened, LELT=different listings for specific ranges of species, PE=proposed
endangered, PT=proposed threatened, E/SA=appearance similar to LE species, **=not listed
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- Memo

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

sociates

ecological consuliants & environmenial engineers

Cory Graybum
Jason Hignite
Marc Woernle
10/15/2002

Peregrine Falcon issue

Cory,

| contacted the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Indiana Department of
Natural Resources (IDNR), Fish and Wildlife Division conceming the apparant peregrine falcon issue
raised by Ms. Thiel in her emailed dated August 20, 2002. The following is the result of my
conversations witfrvarious agency officials on October 15, 2002:

According to the USFWS, the. peregrine falcon is no longer a federally protected species
under the Endangered Species Act.

The peregrine falcon is federally protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act. This would
involve the direct "taking” of species or destruction of confinmed nesting sites.

According to the IDNR, the peregrine falcon is a state listed endangered species.

According to the IDNR, after a description of the project area, thers is inadequate habitat for
the peregrine falcon in the US 31 Improvement Project area.

According to the IDNR, there have been no confimed reports of peregrine falcons in
Hamilton County, Indiana.

According to the IDNR, most of the peregrine falcons in the State of Indiana are banded.

According fo the IDNR, Cooper's hawks, rediail hawks, and American kestrels are
misidentified as peregrine falcons by the general public on a regular basis. The IDNR has
developed a link on their website that discusses the identification of peregrine falcons.

If you have questicns or concerns, please let me know.

- Jason C. Hignite

J. F. New and Associates, Inc.
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